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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

2. Claims 1, 3-5, 7-11, 13-15 and 17-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly 
anticipated by Senne. 

Serine discloses a chassis and handle (fig. 1, #13, col. 3, lines 45-51). 

Senne discloses one or more agitators rotatable affixed to the chassis and rotated by 

movement of the chassis (fig. 2, #24, col. 2, lines 32-35). 

With respect to claims 1, 7 and 17, Senne discloses a vacuum port formed in the chassis 
and spaced apart from the handle communicating with the agitator (figs. 2-3, #38,24, fig. 
3, unnumbered opening formed between the 2-27s is spaced below(apart from) the 
handle). 

With respect to claims 3, 5, 13 and 15, Senne discloses one or more collection bins 
attached to the chassis and positioned to receive debris from the agitator and in communication 
with the vacuum port (fig. 3, #12,13). 

With respect to claims 4, 8, 14 and 18, Senne discloses the vacuum port adapted to 
receive a vacuum cleaner hose (fig. 2, #39). 

With respect to claims 9, 19 and 21-22, Senne discloses the bins removably attached to 
the chassis (col. 4, lines 24-25). 

With respect to claims 10 and 20, Senne discloses the bins are formed in the chassis (fig. 
2, #12,13). 
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With respect to claims 1 1 and 15, the apparatus of Senne would inherently provide the 
claimed methods. 

3. Claims 1 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly anticipated by Lilly. 
Lilly discloses a chassis and handle (fig. 1, #10,57). 

Lilly discloses one or more agitators rotatable affixed to the chassis and rotated by 
movement of the chassis (figs. 3-4, #41, col. 3, lines 62-66). 

Lilly discloses a vacuum port formed in the chassis and spaced apart from the handle 
communicating with the agitator (fig. 3, #52,54, #54 is spaced below(apart from) the 
handle). 

With respect to claims 4, Lilly discloses the vacuum port adapted to receive a vacuum 
cleaner hose (fig. 1, #58). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

5. Claims 2, 6, 12 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Senne as applied to claims 1 and 5 respectively above, and further in view of Sovis et al.. 

Serine discloses a similar sweeper however fails to disclose a removable cover for the 
port. 

Sovis et al. discloses a floor care appliance with a vacuum port having a removable cover 
(fig. 2, #134,140). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
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provide the removable cover of Sovis et al. in Senne to ensure there is no leakage around 
the port when not in use to allow for the most effective collection of dirt. 

***IF the claims were to be amended to clearly reflect that both the handle and the vacuum port 
are formed in the outer surface of the chassis, the below rejections would be applicable.*** 

6. Claims 1, 3-5, 7-1 1, 13-15 and 17-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Senne in view of Ragner. 

Senne discloses a similar floor sweeper however fails to disclose a vacuum port formed 
on an outer surface of the chassis. 

Senne discloses a chassis and handle (fig. 1, #13, col. 3, lines 45-51). 

Senne discloses one or more agitators rotatable affixed to the chassis and rotated by 
movement of the chassis (fig. 2, #24, col. 2, lines 32-35). 

With respect to claims 1, 7 and 17, Senne discloses a vacuum port formed in the chassis 
and spaced apart from the handle communicating with the agitator (figs. 2-3, #38,24, fig. 3). 
Ragner discloses a chassis with a handle attached to and extending therefrom, one or more 
agitators rotatable affixed to the chassis, a vacuum port formed in the chassis and spaced apart 
from the handle communicating with the agitator and adapted to receive a removable vacuum 
hose (fig. 4, #170, 162, 54, 168, vacuum port being implied by line 167c going from inside 170 
to inside hose). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide the 
vacuum port of Senne at a distinct location on the outer surface of the chassis, as disclosed by 
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Ragner in figures 1 and 4-5, because they are interchangeable design choices to achieve the same 
result, that of removing material from the chassis. 

With respect to claims 3, 5, 13 and 15, Senne discloses one or more collection bins 
attached to the chassis and positioned to receive debris from the agitator and in communication 
with the vacuum port (fig. 3, #12,13). 

With respect to claims 4, 8, 14 and 18, Senne discloses the vacuum port adapted to 
receive a vacuum cleaner hose (fig. 2, #39). Ragner discloses the vacuum port adapted to 
receive a vacuum cleaner hose (fig. 4, #168, fig. 5, #206,204). 

With respect to claims 9, 19 and 21-22, Senne discloses the bins removably attached to 
the chassis (col. 4, lines 24-25). 

With respect to claims 10 and 20, Senne discloses the bins are formed in the chassis (fig. 
2, #12,13). 

With respect to claims 1 1 and 1 5, the apparatus of Senne would inherently provide the 
claimed methods. 

7. - Claims 2, 6, 12 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Senne in view of Ragner as applied to claims 1 and 5 respectively above, and further in view of 
SovisetaL 

Senne discloses a similar sweeper however fails to disclose a removable cover for the 
port. 

So vis et al. discloses a floor care appliance with a vacuum port having a removable cover 
(fig. 2, #134,140). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
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provide the removable cover of Sovis et al. in Senne in view of Ragner to ensure there is 
no leakage around the port when not in use to allow for the most effective collection of 
dirt. 

8. Claims 1 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lilly in 
view of Ragner. 

Lilly discloses a similar floor sweeper however fails to disclose a vacuum port formed on 
an outer surface of the chassis. 

Lilly discloses a chassis and handle (fig. 1, #10,57). 

Lilly discloses one or more agitators rotatable affixed to the chassis and rotated by 
movement of the chassis (figs. 3-4, #41, col. 3, lines 62-66). 

Lilly discloses a vacuum port formed in the chassis and spaced apart from the handle 
communicating with the agitator (fig. 3, #52,54, #54 is spaced below(apart from) the handle). 
Ragner discloses a chassis with a handle attached to and extending therefrom, one or more 
agitators rotatable affixed to the chassis, a vacuum port formed in the chassis and spaced apart 
from the handle communicating with the agitator and. adapted to receive a removable vacuum 
hose (fig. 4, #170, 162, 54, 168, vacuum port being implied by line 167c going from inside 170 
to inside hose). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide the 
vacuum port of Senne at a distinct location on the outer surface of the chassis, as disclosed by 
Ragner in figures 1 and 4-5, because they are interchangeable design choices to achieve the same 
result, that of removing material from the chassis. 
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With respect to claims 4, Lilly discloses the vacuum port adapted to receive a vacuum 
cleaner hose (fig. 1, #58). 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments filed 10/26/2006 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant argues Senne does not disclose a vacuum port that is formed in the chassis 
and spaced apart from the handle. This argument is not persuasive because Senne discloses a 
'vacuum port that is formed in the chassis', figure 3, unnumbered port formed between the 2-27s. 
It is noted that this port is spaced apart from (located below, not contacting) handle #39. 
Applicant argues Senne does not disclose a separate vacuum port that can be used or not used 
independently of the handle. This argument is not persuasive because the handle of Senne is 
removable (col. 3, lines 38). If one removed the handle, a hose could be attached to the port and 
one could perform vacuum cleaning. It is noted that the claim does not structurally limit the 
vacuum port to being capable of being used or not used independently of a handle. 

Applicant argues Lilly does not disclose a vacuum port that is formed in the chassis and 
spaced apart from the handle. This argument is not persuasive because Lilly discloses a 'vacuum 
port that is formed in the chassis', figure 3, #57. It is noted that this port is spaced apart from 
(located below, not contacting) handle #57. Applicant argues Lilly does not disclose a separate 
vacuum port that can be used or not used independently of the handle. This argument is not 
persuasive because the handle of Lilly could be removed from the chassis (col. 3, lines 38). If 
one removed the handle, a hose could be attached to the port and one could perform vacuum 
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cleaning. It is noted that the claim does not structurally limit the vacuum port to being capable 
of being used or not used independently of a handle. 

It is noted the new grounds of rejection discloses a vacuum port formed in a chassis and 
spaced apart form the handle (see above). 

Applicant argues Sovis et al. fails to disclose a cover for a vacuum port but rather 
discloses a valve for redirecting suction from one passageway to another. This argument is not 
persuasive because, while the cover/valve of Sovis et al. may be redirecting suction it is also 
covering a vacuum port to prevent usage thereof (col. 6, lines 43-52). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Theresa T. Snider whose telephone number is (571) 272-1277. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (5:30am-2:00pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gladys Corcoran can be reached on (571) 272-1214. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1744 
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